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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Argument 

1. Claims 1-6, 8-21 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

b) The invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

3. Claims 1-6, 8-19 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Nagarajayya, et al. (US 6125402). 

As to claims 1, 9 and 14, Nagarajayya teaches, the invention substa as claimed 
including a product, method and client device having computer-readable storage 
medium having computer-executable components, comprising : 

a code host mechanism within the client device (FIG. 2: 240); 

a body of code within the client device (FIG. 2:214), wherein: 

in the event that the body of code includes a function call (FIG. 2: 216; FIG. 3; 
col. 8, lines 34-56; wherein the main logic code is the function if called determines 
where to host the code), the code host mechanism operates to cause the body of code 
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to be hosted in a first hosting environment (FIG. 2; col. 7, lines 36-67; wherein a client 
202 provides a first hosting environment); 

in the event that the body of code does not include the function call, then the 
code host mechanism operates to cause the body of code to be hosted in a second 
hosting environment (FIG. 2; col. 8, lines 17-33; wherein a client 206 provides a second 
hosting environment for the application program). 

As to claim 2, Naqarajavva teaches, wherein the body of code comprises an 
executable file (col. 8, lines 1-15). 

As to claim 3, Nagaraiavva teaches, wherein the function, when compiled, results in a 
byte signature within an executable code, the byte signature being indicative of the 
function call (The claimed element "JAVA program" of Nagaraiavva 's reference meets 
the claimed limitation of the claim). 



As to claim 4. Nagaraiavva teaches, wherein the first hosting environment 
comprises a browser hosting environment (FIG.2: 234, col. 7, lines 63-67). 
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As to claim 5, Naqarajavva further teaches, wherein the second hosting environment 
comprises a standalone hosting environment (FIG. 2 : 208/244; col. 8, lines 34-40) 

As to claim 6, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 4 above. 

As to claim 8, Naqarajavva teaches, wherein the public static function is called from 
within a public class included in the body of code (FIG. 2; col. 7, lines 48-55). 

As to claim 10, jt is rejected for the same reasons as claims 1 , 9 and 14 above. 
As to claims 11-13, they are rejected for the same reasons as claims 4-6 above. 
As to claims 15-18, they are rejected for the same reasons as the claims 4-6 above. 
As to claims 19 and 21 , they are rejected for the same reasons as claim 8 above. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over 
Nagarajayya, et al. (US 6125402).in view of Schmidt et al (US 6546554). 

As to claim 20, Naqaraiavva teaches, the invention substantially as claimed including 
product, method and a client device having computer-readable storage medium having 
computer-executable components as in claims 1 , 9 and 14 above. 

However, Nagarajayya does not explicitly teach, the executable file being 
configured to call the function. 

Whereas, in the same field of endeavor Schmidt discloses configuration of an 
application downloaded on to a client from a browser for selecting the appropriate 
runtime hosting environment (col. 4, lines 39-41 and col. 6, lines 1-32). 

It would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Nagaraiavva's invention with Schmidt's invention to include a 
configuration process for downloaded applications/executable code on to a client in 
order to provide appropriate runtime host environment. One would be motivated 
provide such mechanism in order to facilitate the launching of application directly from 
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a browser without having to execute them within the browser and to provide security 
against malicious code and protection of sensitive information in a client machine 
( Schmidt's : col. 2, lines 30-38, col. 1 1 , lines 20-35). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed on January 14, 2008 with respect to claims 1-6 and 8-21 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented 
in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until 
after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory 
period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 
37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of 
this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Abdou Seve whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1062 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri, 7:30am - 4pm . 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, An Meng can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



AKS 

March 25, 2008 



/Li B. Zhen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2194 



